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□ Responsive to comnriunication(s) filed on 

□ This action is FINAL. 



□ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is closed 
in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Qu9^35 CD. 11; 453 O.G. 213. 



_3 month{s), or thirty days, whichever is 



A shortened statutory period for response to this action is set to expire ^ _ , 

longer, from the mailing date of this communication. Failure to respond within the period for response'will cause" the ' 
application to become abandoned. (35 U.S.C. § 133). Extensions of time may be obtained under the provisions of 
37 CFR 1.136(a). 



Disposition of Claim 

® Claimfs) 1-12 



. is/are pending in the applicat 



Of the above, claim(s) 
□ Claim(s) 



® Claimfs) 1-12 

□ Claim(s) 

□ Claims 



. Is/are withdrawn from consideration 

is/are allowed. 

is/are rejected. 

is/are objected to. 



. are subject to restriction or election requirement. 



Application Papers 

S See the attached Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948. 

□ The drawing(s) filed on is/are objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The proposed drawing correction, filed on is □ approved disapproved. 

□ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

□ Acknowledgement is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d). 

□ All 13ome* {N]one of the CERTIFIED copies of the priority documents have been 

□ received. 

□ received in Application No. (Series Code/Serial Number) 

□ received in this national stage application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
*Certified copies not received: 



□ Acknowledgement is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e). 



Attachment(s) 

S Notice of References Cited, PTO-892 

S Information Disclosure Statement{s), PTO-1449, Paper Nb(s). 

□ Interview Summary, PTO-413 

® Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948 

□ Notice of Informal Patent Application, PTO-152 
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I>ETAn.ED ACTION 



1. This application is NOT qualifi^ a di\ision of Application No. 08/160,348, 
tiled 12/01/93, A later applicalioo tor a distusci or mdependent iuv^tioa canned om of a 
pending appJii^on and disclosing and claiming only subji^t matter disclo^ in an earlier cff 
uims\t appH^^fon is knowTi as a divisional appHcalion or "di%ffsioti.'" See MPEP 201 06, Hits 
application is not a result of a restriction requirement in the parent application, and is claiming tlie 
similar sublcj^trr^iteEAS redted in the mtml claims. Correction is r^uira;!., 



D&ttiffe Faiettting 

2. The noi^tutor>^ double patenting rejection is b^d on a judicially create doctrine 
grounded in public policy (a i^licy refined in the statute) so as to prevent the unjustified or 
impRJi^ timewise extensioti of the "right to exclude" granted by a pat^t md to prevent possible 
harassment by multiple assignee. S^ btre Goodman, 1 1 FM 1046. 29 USP02d 2010 (Fed. 
Cir. 1993); In re LongU 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 
F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re Vogel, All F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 

(CCPA 1970);and, In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .321© may be used to 
overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory double patenting ground 
provided the conflicting application or patent is shown to be commonly owned with this 
appHcation. See 37 CFR 1.130(b). 

Effective January 1, 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a terminal 
disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply witii 37 CFR 3.73(b). 

3. Claims 1-12 are rejected under the judicially created doctrine of obviousness-type double 
patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-8 of U.S. Patent No. 5,874,963. Although the 
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conflicting claims are not identical, they are not patentably distinct from each other because the 
broader scope of the claims as recited are covered by the patented claims. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shal! be entitled to a patent unless -- 

"u"*."' '""""y- °' P"'^"*"* °' ''^^"ibed in a printed publication in 

tills or a foreign country, before the invention thereofby the applicant for a patent. 

5. Claims 1, 6-7, 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated by US patent 
#5,235,679 (Yoshizawa et al). 

Yoshizawa et al teach a method/system for execution of a predefined process 6 within a 
data processing system having a plurality of objects (figures 2A) and a movable cursor 4 
displayed therein, comprising steps/means for specifying a predefined process 6 within the data 
processing system, 

associating the process with the cursor 4 (figure 6A), 

executing the process on object 5 in response to a graphic selection of object 5 using the 

cursor. 
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Claim Rejectiom -35 USC § 103 

6. lUe tbUo^viBg is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the b^s tor aU ob^usness 
Rejections set tbith id this Office action: 

^) A paiH^ iKit be c^Hftincd tiiough the 1^ 

sccfe«, 102 oi tiiE title, il tiic driterciKcs bcU%*«i tte subject m^r «^ to be patoitcd oml ttic prif mt 
such tiiat the saf^cct mm^ as a whole wotild ha.* 1^ at ftc am Uic im^ifen ^ niaife to a p«™ 

Imvxnitonlmarsrskiil in ftc art to whaife ^ salywt matfepertaios. PatcntebiU^ shall ikS ifcgatived in (be 
rwtfwr m vs+iich tf^ inventiofi \m rtifflte. 

7. Claims 2^ and 8-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
patent #5235,679 (YosMzawa et al), 

- As lor claims 2, 8: Yoshizawa et aJ tail to clearly teacfa the altering the appemnce of the 
cHirsur in nsiKinsc to Uie ass«Jiating ot tlK cursor with the predetimi pro<^, Ho^vever Official 
m^<^ is taken that clmnging the cu^r appeaiams in response to interacting mth an obj^t is 
well known. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, to combine the well 
known implementation of changing the cursor appearance in response to interacting with an 
object to Yoshizawa's teaching of selecting icon 6 using the cursor. Motivation of the combining 
is to provide a visual feedback indication the selecting of the icon 6. 

- As for claims 3-4, 9-10 : Yoshizawa et al fail to clearly teach the determining of whether 
the process may or may not be executed on the selected particular object 5. However Official 
notice is taken that implementation of determining of whether the process may or may not be 
executed on the selected particular object is well known. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art, to combine the well known implementation of determining of whether the 
process may or may not be executed on a selected particular object to Yoshizawa's teaching of 
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dragging icoa 6 to object 5. MoUvatioa of the cwaWning is to provide a visuaJ teedback 
indicating tbe validity of the operatioiL 

- As for claims 5, II : Yoshizawa et al tiiU to clrarly teach that tlje pro«ss is iser 
pmlefined. Howver Official notice is taken that implementation of user predefined process is 
wll known. It would have been obvious to one ot onJinao' skill id the an. to combine the v.^n 
known implemeniatiOT of user predefined process to Yosliisawa. Motivation of tlje Mmbining is 
to pro\'ide flexibility in procss execution by allowing the user to define the pioces. 



Inauires 



Respon^ to this action sJiouid be mailed to: Conmmsioner of Patents and 1 rademaiks. 
Washington, D.C. 2023 1 . If appUamt desires to fax a lespotsc. (703) 308-905 1 may be lasd for 
tonnalcommumcations or (703) 308-6606 lor infoimal or draft NOIE- A 

Request tor Contimiation (Rule 60 or 62) cannot be fexed ' 

Please label 'TROPOSED" or "DRAFT for infonnal fk:simile communications. For after 
final responses, please label "AFTER FINAL" or "EXPEDITED PROCEDURE" on the 
document. 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal Drive 
Arlmgton. VA., Sixth Floor (Receptionist). 

M ■^'J- ^''T communication or earlier communications from the examiner 

should be directed to Huynh-Ba whose telephone number is (703) 305-9794. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8.00AM to 4.30PM. 

^. »u ^^^"^""P*' *° '^'^^ *^ examiner by telephone are unsuccessftil, the examiner's supervisor 
Matthew Kim, can be reached on (703) 305-382 1 . 

All hitemet e-mail communications will be made of record in the application file PTO 
employees do not engage in hitemet communications where there exists a possibility that sensitive 
information could be identified or exchanged unless the record includes a properly signed express 
waiver of the confidentiality requirements of 35 U.S.C. 122. This is more clearly set forth in the 
Intenm hitemet Usage Policy published in the Official Gazette of the Patent and Trademark on 
February 25, 1 997 at 1 1 95 OG 89. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-3800. 



Huynh-Ba 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2773 
2/12/99 



